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the comprehensiveness of the storm which his appointment had
aroused.

National Socialists., Nationalists, Centrists, Democrats, would
have none of him. He can hardly have hoped even for toleration
to the Left of the last, and the press made it very plain that
there would be no toleration. Vorwaerts poured forth the wrath of
overcharged hearts when it spoke of a "declaration of war by
Nazi-Barons against the working class" and promised bitter
resistance by that class against "a reactionary clique." Nor were
the Democrats much behind them, though they took the legalist
view that the constitution had been violated and that with the
violators they could have no truck. They were reasonably right.
It was no use the defenders of the new regime saying that theirs
was no more a dictatorship than Bruening's. Bruening's had, they
said, been legalized by the parties. That was precisely the point.
A dictatorship which depends for its continuance on a freely
elected assembly is not a dictatorship in the unconstitutional sense.
Although he had stretched the constitution to its limits Bruening
was none the less a parliamentary chancellor. He may never have
enjoyed the confidence of the Reichstag, but only once had he
technically lost it, and had then resigned and referred the issue
to the country. He had been unconstitutionally dismissed, although
he had saved the President's constitutional face by resigning and
Papen had been unconstitutionally appointed his successor
because he had neither a party following nor any hope of a
majority. But once again the President's constitutional face was
saved by the dissolution which in effect asked the nation to give
his nominee a constitutional parliamentary majority. The legaJ
position was undoubtedly obscure; it may be questioned if the
Supreme Court could have declared the appointment unconstitu-
tional. But the fact remained that he took his mandate from the
President, which was clearly against the spirit of the constitution,
which demanded that he take it from the nation. Even if it re-
mained to be seen whether he would retain it in defiance of the
nation and add technical infringement^ the Democrats were clearly
right when they held that the constitution, technicalities and
juridicalities apart, had been violated. Papen's was a true presidial